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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: . 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or 
a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1,2,4,6-12,15-19,21,23-29,31-35,37-40,42-44 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Rosinski 
et al . . 

The claimed invention reads on Rosinski et al. as follows: 

Regarding claim 1, Rosinski et al . discloses a method (fig. 
5) for billing for telephone services (col. 13 line 15 through 
col. 15 line 28), said method comprising: responsive to receiving 
a call request (col. 10 lines 20-35), identifying and loading a 
caller billing plan for an authenticated identity of a caller 
making said call request (col. 10 lines 20-61 and col. 11 lines 
45-65) and a callee billing plan (terminating subscriber 
agreement) for an authenticated identity (terminating party 
number) of a callee answering said call request (col. 11 line 45 
through col. 12 line 27 and col. 13 line 15 through col. 14 line 
27); and responsive to detecting a billable service with said 
call request (col. 13 line 15 through col. 14 line 27), 
distributing a cost of said billable service among said caller 
billing plan and said callee billing plan (col. 14 line 12 
through col. 15 line 28), such that both said caller and said 
callee pay for a benefit received from said billable service 
(col. 14 line 12 through col. 15 line 28). 

Regarding claims 2 and 19, Rosinski et al. discloses a long 
distance service (col. 4 lines 14-18). 
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Regarding claims 4 and 21, Rosinski et al. discloses 
wherein said authenticated identity of said caller is 
authenticated according to a voice utterance (voice print) 
provided by said caller (col. 12 lines 28-39). 

Regarding claims 6 and 23, Rosinski et al . discloses 
initiating authentication of said identity of said caller and 
said callee at an origin device (IXC originating switch) (col. 11 
lines 45-65), wherein said origin device is enabled to initiate 
said call request (col. 11 lines 45-65 and col. 13 lines 25-58). 

Regarding claims 7 and 24, Rosinski et al . discloses 
initiating authentication of said identity of said caller and 
said callee at an intermediary device (terminating IXC switch) 
processing said call Request (col. 11 lines 45-65 and col. 13 
lines 25-58) . 

Regarding claims 8 and 25, Rosinski et al . discloses 
initiating authentication of said identity of said caller and 
said callee at a destination device (IXC), wherein said 
destination device is enabled to receive said call request (col. 
11 lines 45-65 and col. 13 lines 25-58). 

Regarding claims 9 and 26, Rosinski et al. discloses 
switching said call request from a first service provider 
(originating switch or LEC) associated with said caller billing 
plan to a second service provider (terminating switch or LEC) 
associated with said callee billing plan (destination trigger 
table) (col. 13 lines 15-37). 

Regarding claims 10 and 27, Rosinski et al. discloses said 
caller is also a line subscriber of a line number (automatic 
telephone number) (ANI) utilized by said caller to make said call 
request (col. 10 lines 30-33). 

Regarding claims 11 and 28, Rosinski et al. discloses 
wherein said caller (originating caller number) (ANI) (fig. 3 
number 403) is different from a line subscriber of a line number 
(terminating number) (ANI) (fig. 3 number 401) utilized by said 
caller to make said call request (col. 13 lines 20-37). 

Regarding claims 12 and 29, Rosinski et al. discloses 
wherein said callee is also a line subscriber of a line number 
(terminating number utilized by said callee (terminating party) 
to receive said call request (col. 13 lines 15-45). 
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Regarding claims 15,32 and 42, Rosinski et al . discloses 
extending a request to said callee to elect to pay for a portion 
of said cost of said billable service (col. 6 lines 41-67, col. 9 
line 40 through col. 10 line 2 and col. 10 lines 36-61); and 
billing said callee billing plan according -to said payment 
election (col. 6 lines 41-67, col. 9 line 40 through col. 10 line 
2 and col. 10 lines 36-61). 

Regarding claims 16,33 and 43, Rosinski et al . discloses 
distributing said cost of said billable service evenly between 
said caller billing plan and said callee billing plan (col. 9 
line 40 through col. 10 line 2, col. 10 lines 36-61 and col. 13 
line 15 through col. 14 line 60). 

Regarding claims 17,34 and 44, Rosinski et al . discloses 
distributing said cost of said billable service to each of said 
caller billing plan and said callee billing plan according to 
actual percentage use by each of said caller and said callee 
(col. 6 lines 41-67, col. 9 line 40 through col. 10 line 2 and 
col. 10 lines 36-61). 



Regarding claim 18, Rosinski et al . discloses a system 
(fig. 1) for billing for telephone services (col. 2 lines 1-55), 
said system comprising: a network controller (LEC) (fig.l) ; 
means responsive to receiving a call request (col. 13 lines 15- 
35) , for identifying and loading a caller billing plan for an 
authenticated identity of a caller (originating) making said call 
request and a callee (terminating party) billing plan for an 
authenticated identity of a callee answering said call request at 
said network controller (col. 10 lines 20-67 and col. 13 line 15 
through col. 14 line 27); and means responsive to detecting a 
billable service with said call request (col. 10 lines 20-67 and 
col. 13 line 15 through col. 14 line 27), for distributing a cost 
of said billable service among said caller billing plan and said 
callee billing plan (col. 10 lines 20-67 and col. 13 line 15 
through col. 14 line 27). 

Regarding claim 35, Rosinski et al . discloses a computer 
program (fig. 1 number 30) product for billing for telephone 
services (col. 2 lines 1-55), said computer program product 
comprising (col. 2 lines 1-55) : a recording medium 
(database) (fig. 1 number 386) means recorded on said recording 
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medium for identifying and loading a caller (originating caller) 
billing plan for an authenticated identity (pin or retina 
pattern) of a caller (originator) making a call request and a 
callee (terminating party) billing plan for an authenticated 
identity (directory number) (DN or DN trigger) of a callee 
answering said call request (col. 9 line 40 through col. 10 line 
61 and (col. 11 line 45 through col. 12 line 44); and (LEC) 
means, recorded on said recording medium, for distributing a cost 
of a billable service for said call request among said caller 
billing plan and said callee billing plan (col. 9 line 40 through 
col. 10 line 61 and col. 13 line 15 through col. 14 line 11). 

Regarding claim 37, Rosinski et al. discloses 
(database) (fig. 1 number 386) means, recorded on said recording 
medium (col. 11 line 45 through col. 12 line 44), for initiating 
authentication of said identity of said caller and said callee at 
an origin device (LEC) (col. 11 line 45 through col. 12 line 44), 
wherein said origin device (LEC) is enabled to initiate said call 
request (col. 11 line 45 through col. 12 line 44). 

Regarding claim 38, Rosinski et al. discloses 
(database) (fig. 1 number 386) means, recorded on said recording 
medium, for initiating authentication of said identity of said 
caller and said callee at an (LEC) intermediary device processing 
said call request (col. 11 line 45 through col. 12 line 44). 

Regarding claim 39, Rosinski et al. discloses 
(database) (fig. 1 number 386) means, recorded on said recording 
medium (database) (fig. 1 number 386) , for initiating 
authentication of said identity of said caller and said callee at 
a (terminating LEC) destination device (col. 11 line 45 through 
col. 12 line 44), wherein said destination device is enabled to 
receive said call request (col. 11 line 45 through col. 12 line 
44) . 

Regarding claim 40, Rosinski et al. discloses an 
Interchange carrier (fig. 1 number 30) means, recorded on said 
recording medium (fig. 1 number 30) , for switching said call 
request from a first service provider (originating LEC) (fig. 1 
numbers 21 and 22) associated with said caller billing plan 
(fig. 1 number 24) to a second service provider (terminating LEC) 
(fig. 1 numbers 41 and 42) associated with said callee billing 
plan (col. 11 line 45 through col. 12 line 44). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3, The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 3,5,20,22 and 36 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Rosinski et al. in view of Swope et 
al . . 



Regarding claims 3,20 and 36, Rosinski et al . discloses a 
method/system/computer program as discussed supra in claims 1,18 
and 35 above. Rosinski et al. further discloses receiving said 
call request from an origin device (originating device) at a 
service provider (LEC) from an origin line number utilized by 
said origin device (col. 4 lines 38-42 and col 13 lines 15-53); 
loading a profile for a line subscriber of said origin line 
number (col. 5 lines 9-25), wherein said profile comprises a 
billing plan for said line subscriber (col. 7 lines 9-15); 
extending a dial tone to said origin device (inherent, as the 
originating device enters a Pin number taught in col. 10 lines 
20-26) ; authenticating said identity of said caller utilizing 
said origin device (col. 10 lines 20-26 and col. 11 line 45 
through col. 12 line 28); loading said caller billing plan 
according to said authenticated identity to replace said billing 
plan for said line subscriber (col. 11 line 45 through col. 12 
line 45) ; loading a profile for a destination line subscriber of 
a requested destination line number (col. 11 line 45 through col. 
12 line 45 and col. 13 lines 15-53), wherein said profile 
comprises a billing plan for said destination line subscriber 
(col. 11 line 45 through col. 12 line 45 and col. 13 lines 15- 
53) ; extending a ring signal to a destination device via said 
destination line number (inherent as the terminating party answer 
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the call, as taught in col. 13 lines 25-53); responsive to 
detecting an answer at said destination device (col. 13 lines 25- 
53), and loading said callee billing plan according to said 
authenticated identity to replace said billing plan for said 
destination line subscriber col . 13 lines 25-53 . Rosinski et al . 
differs from claims 3,20 and 36 of the present invention in that 
it does not explicit disclose authenticating said identity for 
said callee utilizing said destination device. Swope et al . 
teaches a central office which authenicates a called party 
identification (CIV) (col. 7 lines 18-30). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Rosinski et al . with 
authenticating said identity for said callee utilizing said 
destination device in order to determine if the called party 
which answers the long distance call is authorized, as taught by 
Swope et al . . 



Regarding claims 5 and 22, Rosinski et al . discloses a 
method/system for billing for telephone services as discussed 
supra in claims 1 and 18 above. Rosinski et al. differs from 
claims 5 and 22 of the present invention in that it does not 
disclose wherein said authenticated identity of said callee is 
authenticated according to a voice utterance provided by said 
callee. Swope et al. teaches a called party is prompted for a 
customer identification and verification (CIV) that includes 
voice recognition of the called party (col. 7 lines 50-60 and 
col. 8 lines 6-7) . Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify Rosinski et al. with wherein said authenticated 
identity of said callee is authenticated according to a voice 
utterance provided by said callee in order for the LEC to verify 
the called party of the terminating party if the terminating 
party has a clause within its plan that if the long distance call 
is over a specific limit then contact the terminating party first 
before allocating the long distant call, as taught by Swope et 
al . . 



5. Claims 13 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 

being unpatentable over Rosinski et al. in view of Levy. 

Regarding claims 13 and 13, Rosinski et al. discloses a 
method for billing for telephone services as discussed supra in 
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claims 1 and 18 above. Rosinski et al. differs from claims 13 
and 30 of the present invention in that it does not disclose 
said callee is different from a line subscriber of a line number 
utilized by said callee to receive said call request. Levy 
teaches a caller or called party may elect a telephone number of 
a business to be billed (col. 3 lines 50-54 and col. 4 lines 1- 
3) . Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Rosinski et al. with said callee is different from a line 
subscriber of a line number utilized by said callee to receive 
said call request in order for the terminating party to bill the 
call to its business, as taught by Levy. 

6. Claims 14,31 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 

being unpatentable over Rosinski et al . in view of Swale et al.. 

Regarding claims 14,31 and 41, Rosinski et al. discloses a 
method for billing for telephone services as discussed supra in 
claims 1, 18 and 35 above. Rosinski et al . differs from 
claims 14,31 and 41 of the present invention in that it does not 
explicit disclose extending a request to said caller to elect to 
pay for; and billing said caller billing plan according to said 
payment election. Swale et al. teaches an exchange for 
extending a request to a caller to elect to pay for (col. 6 lines 
41-67); and billing said caller billing plan according to said 
payment election (col. 7 lines 1-14) . Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Rosinski et al . with extending a 
request to said caller to elect to pay for; and billing said 
caller billing plan according to said payment election in order 
for the originating caller to decide to pay for the portion of 
the long distance call, as taught by Swale et al . . 



Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Hata et al. 
(U.S. Patent 5,602,907) discloses an orinating caller and a 
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called party may modify the call by splitting the bill (col. 15 
lines 20-55) . 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Keith T. 
Ferguson whose telephone number is (703) 305-4888. The examiner 
can normally be reached on 6:30am-5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, William Trost can be 
reached on (703) 308-5318. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 

Keith Ferguson 
Art Unit 2683 
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